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Ji. <iXl!.MMV38/2007-HHHMMiA—1963 ( 1963 ^ 38) ^ «4RT 48 5RI 31^ ^ 

iHO'l'l MgllTlH 2000-2001 •alfl 2001-2002 ^ fegWH. 10 

^ WfeRT Wff TR 3l1^ (WT^) TPT ^ #5 3ira ^ PlMdldl t I 

tti^nth ingeSF) yrfiraRTrr 

^]Trc^'qMl/38/2007-ll.HliMglet 

^RTHlT W=f .311^^ 

( i+>(c)fl 2010 ^ 23^ TUfTH ) 

3TI^ -R. dlci.il.HHl/31 /2004-i3;Hi',*l'lldi 18 2004 ^ RT’STO 'R Ttcf WR. 10 tg 1996-97 

1999-2000 cf^ ^ feg % W ^ 'PfilffeT ^ I 

2. 3T%r 3TgRTO4n ark aigqd'iT ^ ^ TiR (i^ni^HHldl) k fRR/16 "gen^, 2007 ^ 3Rk t? ?Rf, 

^2000-2001 3Tk 2001-2002 qldMId k. 10 ^ 3Tf^ ^ tg 3rRira ^ifeR 

«1TI W1 5RT ywifcld 2000-2001 73.32 31%-SR 3fk 2001-2002 ^ 87.2431% 7R 

tl WT k RRRH f %5' A'lefu R'Dl^dil %#%5 (iTiT3TR%tTel) k k M^fkl 3#f7% 773^ 

3% MtI*! Ri] <11^1 '’Tk^F'Tfrlkf T7 ^ Mdl"^ k 7%RRT % %^3k tR 3T3Rt ksjisil ^ 3Ttf% yWlRtci lldMIi 31RR k 

Tfffkri 'i''i'ii3Tf gfe f I 

3. 7%^ B44l'l4)Tit A’Oeik Ry^i^-ld ^idlcbfH'turH IdlHB-S (133131179)0.^) ^TTl^T %tlff% Wll^ WRlf 3I%)4I gft 

^ fif 3Tk inT3lH%lTR ^ %wffirpff tr xrr RtI 3r%g7^ 31Fcl ^ 1 



^Lhz (Basette 

3RTraRRT 


911 Gl/2010 
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4. ywipold TflcMZ ^ ^ WIT ^ TrttaiKqlircT IRI ^ STT^lfen ^ f :- 


(i) TTHSTITThl^ ^ 541% 1996-97 ■^^^R^''^Wf%IW-3TWI-^ ’TTtt %EtR %TI RHT %% 

g5ff% %IW TTEWT 1996 "R ^ 3TTTT'>T f3TT ^IT I 


(ii) TTq3TTT%:?T T3:%t TT^rnz ^ fw#WI ^ clf%«lt 71^ %T tlW %IT f % WI ^ 
qft RTTft t % q?- MtT tr TTIwR (3TR3^OT^) ^[% WT ?RI %qT ttri f, qq ^ 

(TT^SI^) qrt alk WT MRRMftiqi RT qpl RITOt ^ TTRsq %-3W Wf %qi flRI t sflT |7% Tnq 

^ %%2 W trr ^ wit qq 3lfqqT WTR qrl -R^ q RTRft RWiRrII' qil q54RTT 

T^i I 7TWR ^ Rlt RtR 'R %gcl WIT#' RR STJ^R %RT t I 


5. q «(dl9l f % MldRIi TpRi RTI RW -r STTRlf Rf WT <H4R1 Rlt %RR RTRl %TR ?R1 %TJ Rir RtR%T 

TJeWR ^ ^ R^ t sm RtRW RTt RRPf RRI^RlfTIRT TI%, TRRTR R fwfRT R. 5.84 RT^ Rlt gcTRl R R. 3.40 

RRte ^ 31% tl TR%t TTR7T3R %FT% % RI^ R3IR RT^ % RT^ RRR %R TR^R %TI f sll TtW %RT t % 
xtR3TR%^ R R. 843.63 RIRR RR rMtRR RFR RTRT %RI RT fRRRlt % RRRHfel RR^ Rlt RTRVRRdI tl TRW % R^ ^ 
RTRRT RRR ^ ?R 3TfR%' RTT RTIrH 3RRTR R RT RTRRf RRf k 3RRIRI R RRTRIHd RRR Rlt TTTRTRRRn WR RR t 1 


6.1 ?RRRRRR 17 KRORT, 2009 RR RRR RftWtR W RgRR ^gRRT^ THIRlpRcl RTl % %l RT^RR ^gRRT| R, RR^IKmIi'.N 
R 3TR% 3RRfRR! RT ■JR: RR %TII RRRRR% R fRW IrIRI t % TRR TnT3TRR%T Rll ^ RTRT R7t RRR % ^ fRlR RRTIR RTI 
WfRR %RT t i RRSTTTRIrR R R#fRR R7RIR R 3TfR%' RR RcRTRR RRR ^ %R; 3^ 3TRRT R?^ RigR RRR ^ %R RRT R 
RTR 30 %T Rlt RWR R t TR RlfRRRRl R RRR RR %III RRTTRR% |R RIR R RfRR RT % '^RR RRTTR k STTRR RT STIRR 
Rit Rf R%RT Rlt Rift R% ^ RR^ RRR R^' t 3^7 ?Rf%T ^ RR^q % ^ R7% rt ^ TpR | 


6.2 RRfR RRR ^ RRRRR RRTTR RlfeR RTRTT t41r.K RR 1%TI RT, TRR 8 fWRT, 2009 Ril 3TRRT fT’-'#IRl' Ft 
RT^ rR %R^ T!R3TTTRtRRT RR % 3TRRcT RRRTRT RRT *TI I ^R%R RTF RIRT t % RRR FR RlPod %RT RRT RT^ ^ R7%Rf 
RRTIR IR RTfqRTRR % RTR Rf%T RFf t I 

7.1 TRW rR ^ RF RTfRRRq IR RRTRR % RifRH rtt ^ -q rr rrT RTT fR%T %n t IRR 2000-2001 
3Tk 2001-2002 ^ %R RRR ^ RlHsIR %RT RIR RFRT WlfRR RRRR 31% % RRtff^R tl RRl).H9l<il R7l RTTTF % WT f % RF 
RRRR R TR 311% RTt 3lfqTj^ % Mr R TTRT R^ ^ %7, TR131|iqW ^ %%% % RTR RRtfRR RRTTR <1%^ RR ^1 
RRRRR% R RR RTltfRR RRTIR RTRT fRTRT RIO,*!!, RRT % RIRT RnRRT I 

7.2 FRR ?TR RR-RR 31^R RT% 3TR R1R%R RFR WTTRiR % 31% % RTRT^ RRR R R1R% RRl % % 31%^ 

2002-2003 3lk RR% RIR % f% RtclRTT R. 10 % f% %RTT RJRRT RR RTtR tg RR^ RRTIR RTfelcT R%‘fRTRl I 3lR Rf 
RTfRRTFi ft RRf % f% RTRW RJRRT RT RR RTtR % ft% -R' R%‘ 11 RRRRR% RR fR% %! RIRI t % R? TTRRR R TR 31% 
RTf 3lfRT}TRT rR Mr R W RI^ 2002-2003 31tT RK RR#R1 RTRR % Wr rfr rrR RRT %RW R]cRT RT 

fRRfftR RTT^ % f% rtRTR RTf% RTT '^1 TR RltWRl RR RTRT% %RRIT RT 3TR RWR %R ^ RF^, WR% RTf, 31% 
RRT RTRR RTf % RTWT RTRR % 31^7111 RR31K%TrT R 3% 3lfRT%' RR RRW RTTRTR RTf RTTTF % RlRf t 1 

TT% RIRR, 31^4^ 


[%TRR 111/4/143/09-31R1.] 

































































































































[^111-^1^4] 


W ^ TTW : 3TH1^IOT 


3 


TARIFF AUTHORfTY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

Mumbai, the 5th March, 2010 

No. TAMP/38/2007-NMPT.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 48 of the Major Port Trusts Act, 
1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes of the proposal from the New Mangalore Port Trust 
for fixation of final wharfage on cargo handled at Jetty No. 10 for the years from 2000-01 and 2001-02 as in the Order 
appended hereto. 


Tariff Authority for Major Ports 
Case No. TAMP/38/2007-NMPT 

New Mangalore Port Trust ... ’ Applicant 

ORDER 

(Passed on this 23rd day of February , 2010) 

This Authority had vide Order No.TAMP/31/2004-NMPT dated 18th November, 2004 fixed the wharfage rate for 
Jetty No. 10 forthe years 1996-97 to 1999-2000. 

2. After several reminders and follow up, the New Mangalore Port Trust has filed the proposal for fixation of^the 
final wharfage charges for Jetty No. 10 for the years 2000-01 and 2001 -02 \ide its letter dated 16th July, 2007. The wharfage 
rate proposed by the port is Rs. 73.32 per tonne for the year 2000-01 and Rs. 87.24 per tonne for the year2001 -02. The port 
has stated that the MR PL has confirmed the calculations relating to the proposed wharfage charges subject to its observa¬ 
tion on two points relating to non-maintenance of sufficient balance in escrow account and non-reduction of depreciation 
on the common assets of the port. 

3. The usual consultation procedure prescribed with the concerned user Mangalore Refinery and Petrochemicals 
Limited (MRPL) was completed and the feedback of the port on the comments of the MRPL was obtained. 

4. The main objections made by the MRPL regarding the calculations of the proposed wharfage rate are summarised 

below: 


(i) The MRPL argued that the portion of the pension contribution which pertained to years prior to 1996-97 
should not be considered since the jetty commenced operations in the year 1996. 

(ii) The MRPL does not agree with the port’s method of withdrawal of the amount from the Escrow Account. It 
has argued that the port is supposed to maintain accruals on account of Return on Investment (ROI) as 
charged actually by the port plus depreciation on common assets which is not setoff against loan repayment 
besides refunds arising on account of excess wharfage collected by port cumulatively upto the respective 
years. It has requested for detailed workings from the port in this regard for verification. 

5. The NMPT has stated that the pension liability adopted in the calculation of wharfage has been re-examined 
with reference to the actuarial valuation done by the Life Insurance Corporation and the proportionate amount chargeable 
to Jetty comes to Rs. 3,40 crores as against Rs. 5.84 crores considered in the proposal. With regard to the point made about 
withdrawal from the Escrow account, the port has furnished details and submitted that the MRPL had derived extra benefit 
of Rs. 843.63 lakhs which also needs to be adjusted. Due to above modification, the port has expressed the necessity to 
adjust these figures in the current proposal or in the proposal for the subsequent years. 

6.1. A joint hearing in this case was held on 17th December, 2009 at the port premises. At the joint hearing, the 
MRPL has reiterated its objection. The NMPT has submitted that it had revised its proposal to accommodate some of the 
demands of the MRPL. The MRPL has requested for atleast 30 days to verify the figures in the revised proposal and furnish 
its response which was agreed upon by this Authority. The NMPT agreed that no useful purpose will be served by 
continuing with the proceedings initiated based on its old proposal and therefore has agreed to close this case. 
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6.2. I'hough the port has claimed about filing a revised proposal, it has furnished only its comments on 
8th December, 2009, which were shared with the MRPL. Therefore, no revised proposal stated to have been filed by the port 
is pending with this Authority. 

7.1, In view of the above, this Authority decides to close this case as withdrawn. The revised proposal to be filed 
by the port for the years 2000-01 and 2001-02 is still awaited. The NMPT is advised to file its revised proposal along with 
comments of MRPL within one month from the date of notification of this Order in the Gazette. The revised proposal when 
received from NMPT will be treated afresh. 

7.2. Despite repeated request by us and the Order of the Hon’ble High Court, the port has not filed any proposal 
for fixation ofw'harfage rate for Jetty No. 10 for the subsequent years i.e, from 2002-03 onwards and hence this Authority is 
not in a position to fix the wharfage rate for these years. The NMPT is directed to file the proposal for fixation of wharfage 
rate from the years 2002-03 onwards till the subsidence of the MOD within one month from the date of notification of this 
Order in the Gazette. Before forwarding the calculations and proposed wharfage rate to this Authority, the NMPT is advised 
to have the figures verified by the MRPL, as per the usual practice followed so far. 


RANI JADHAV, Chairperson 
[ADVT 111/4/143/09-Exty.] 
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